AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

§860.7

the 30-day period provided for correct-
ing deficiencies. Any supplemental ma-
terial submitted by the petitioner, to-
gether with the material in the origi-
nal petition, is considered as a new pe-
tition. The new petition is reviewed for
deficiencies in the same manner as the
original petition, and the same proce-
dures for notification and correction of
deficiencies are followed. Once the pe-
titioner has corrected the deficiencies,
the entire contents of the petition will
be available for public disclosure and
subject to consideration by classifica-
tion panels and by the Commissioner in
making a decision on the petition. De-
ficient petitions which have not been
corrected within 180 days after notifi-
cation of deficiency will be returned to
the petitioner and will not be consid-
ered further unless resubmitted.

(e) The Commissioner may not dis-
close, or use as the basis for reclassi-
fication of a device from class Ill to
class Il, any information reported to or
otherwise obtained by the Commis-
sioner under section 513, 514, 515, 516,
518, 519, 520(f), 520(g), or 704 of the act
that falls within the exemption de-
scribed in §20.61 of this chapter for
trade secrets and confidential commer-
cial information. The exemption de-
scribed in §20.61 does not apply to data
or information contained in a petition
for reclassification submitted in ac-
cordance with §860.130 or §860.132, or in
a petition submitted in accordance
with §860.134 or §860.136 that has been
determined to contain no deficiencies
that prevent the Commissioner from
making a decision on it. Accordingly,
all data and information contained in
such petitions may be disclosed by the
Commissioner and used as the basis for
reclassification of a device from class
111 to class II.

(f) For purposes of this section, safe-
ty and effectiveness data include data
and results derived from all studies and
tests of a device on animals and hu-
mans and from all studies and tests of
the device itself intended to establish
or determine its safety and effective-
ness.

§860.7 Determination of safety and ef-
fectiveness.

(a) The classification panels, in re-
viewing evidence concerning the safety
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and effectiveness of a device and in pre-
paring advice to the Commissioner, and
the Commissioner, in making deter-
minations concerning the safety and
effectiveness of a device, will apply the
rules in this section.

(b) In determining the safety and ef-
fectiveness of a device for purposes of
classification, establishment of per-
formance standards for class Il devices,
and premarket approval of class Il de-
vices, the Commissioner and the classi-
fication panels will consider the follow-
ing, among other relevant factors:

(1) The persons for whose use the de-
vice is represented or intended;

(2) The conditions of use for the de-
vice, including conditions of use pre-
scribed, recommended, or suggested in
the labeling or advertising of the de-
vice, and other intended conditions of
use;

(3) The probable benefit to health
from the use of the device weighed
against any probable injury or illness
from such use; and

(4) The reliability of the device.

(c)(1) Although the manufacturer
may submit any form of evidence to
the Food and Drug Administration in
an attempt to substantiate the safety
and effectiveness of a device, the agen-
cy relies upon only valid scientific evi-
dence to determine whether there is
reasonable assurance that the device is
safe and effective. After considering
the nature of the device and the rules
in this section, the Commissioner will
determine whether the evidence sub-
mitted or otherwise available to the
Commissioner is valid scientific evi-
dence for the purpose of determining
the safety or effectiveness of a particu-
lar device and whether the available
evidence, when taken as a whole, is
adequate to support a determination
that there is reasonable assurance that
the device is safe and effective for its
conditions of use.

(2) Valid scientific evidence is evi-
dence from well-controlled investiga-
tions, partially controlled studies,
studies and objective trials without
matched controls, well-documented
case histories conducted by qualified
experts, and reports of significant
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human experience with a marketed de-
vice, from which it can fairly and re-
sponsibly be concluded by qualified ex-
perts that there is reasonable assur-
ance of the safety and effectiveness of
a device under its conditions of use.
The evidence required may vary ac-
cording to the characteristics of the
device, its conditions of use, the exist-
ence and adequacy of warnings and
other restrictions, and the extent of ex-
perience with its use. Isolated case re-
ports, random experience, reports lack-
ing sufficient details to permit sci-
entific evaluation, and unsubstantiated
opinions are not regarded as valid sci-
entific evidence to show safety or effec-
tiveness. Such information may be con-
sidered, however, in identifying a de-
vice the safety and effectiveness of
which is questionable.

(d)(1) There is reasonable assurance
that a device is safe when it can be de-
termined, based upon valid scientific
evidence, that the probable benefits to
health from use of the device for its in-
tended uses and conditions of use, when
accompanied by adequate directions
and warnings against unsafe use, out-
weigh any probable risks. The valid sci-
entific evidence used to determine the
safety of a device shall adequately
demonstrate the absence of unreason-
able risk of illness or injury associated
with the use of the device for its in-
tended uses and conditions of use.

(2) Among the types of evidence that
may be required, when appropriate, to
determine that there is reasonable as-
surance that a device is safe are inves-
tigations using laboratory animals, in-
vestigations involving human subjects,
and nonclinical investigations includ-
ing in vitro studies.

(e)(1) There is reasonable assurance
that a device is effective when it can be
determined, based upon valid scientific
evidence, that in a significant portion
of the target population, the use of the
device for its intended uses and condi-
tions of use, when accompanied by ade-
quate directions for use and warnings
against unsafe use, will provide clini-
cally significant results.

(2) The valid scientific evidence used
to determine the effectiveness of a de-
vice shall consist principally of well-
controlled investigations, as defined in
paragraph (f) of this section, unless the
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Commissioner authorizes reliance upon
other valid scientific evidence which
the Commissioner has determined is
sufficient evidence from which to de-
termine the effectiveness of a device,
even in the absence of well-controlled
investigations. The Commissioner may
make such a determination where the
requirement of well-controlled inves-
tigations in paragraph (f) of this sec-
tion is not reasonably applicable to the
device.

(f) The following principles have been
developed over a period of years and
are recognized by the scientific com-
munity as the essentials of a well-con-
trolled clinical investigation. They
provide the basis for the Commis-
sioner’s determination whether there is
reasonable assurance that a device is
effective based upon well-controlled in-
vestigations and are also useful in as-
sessing the weight to be given to other
valid scientific evidence permitted
under this section.

(1) The plan or protocol for the study
and the report of the results of a well-
controlled investigation shall include
the following:

(i) A clear statement of the objec-
tives of the study;

(ii) A method of selection of the sub-
jects that:

(a) Provides adequate assurance that
the subjects are suitable for the pur-
poses of the study, provides diagnostic
criteria of the condition to be treated
or diagnosed, provides confirmatory
laboratory tests where appropriate
and, in the case of a device to prevent
a disease or condition, provides evi-
dence of susceptibility and exposure to
the condition against which prophy-
laxis is desired;

(b) Assigns the subjects to test
groups, if used, in such a way as to
minimize any possible bias;

(c) Assures comparability between
test groups and any control groups of
pertinent variables such as sex, sever-
ity or duration of the disease, and use
of therapy other than the test device;

(iii) An explanation of the methods of
observation and recording of results
utilized, including the variables meas-
ured, quantitation, assessment of any
subject’s response, and steps taken to
minimize any possible bias of subjects
and observers;
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